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HERITAGE DESIGNATION AND THE NATURE OF HISTORICITY 


"Heritage" can be a bewildering concept. The proverbial "many 
things to many people," heritage encompasses a wide range of human 
activities; issues, concerns and actions. The concept is very 
difficult to define, being in a situation somewhat analogous to that 
faced when one seeks to define "justice." What is "justice"? - Every- 
one has their own definition. It has been said that one may seek a 
meaning for justice by confronting its opposite: we know "injustice" 
when we see it; likewise, then, do we know justice. Justice appears 
to be "the sum of its parts." 

Definitions for heritage may be sought in much the same fashion; 
And because of this, one long-standing attitude amongst “those con- 
stituencies that oppose or have little interest in safeguarding the 
heritage of the community" seems to be that those who have raised 
the issues of heritage and historic preservation should be viewed as 
"woolly-headed thinkers;" more concerned with the ethereal than the 
rational, the intangible versus the practical.® 

Yet times (in an ironic twist of phrase), are changing, as 
are perceptions. Heritage is moving from the periphery of societal 
concerns to the centre, and its vocabulary has dovetailed with the 
language of a wider world. Heritage has become "mainstream," though 
we still face the problem of definition. 

Perhaps the best way to see what heritage is, is to look at "the 


sum of its parts". That is not the purpose here, but this should not 
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impede attempts ''to develop a broad understanding of the nature and 
importance of the issues" encompassed by heritage?’ For the purpose of 
this study, heritage can be understood as the "built environment," 
defined as "an expression of the forces that have shaped the history 
of the community, the region, (the province), the state and the 
nation,""!1 

“Market forces, architecture - defined by Gowans (1983) as "poli- 
tics in three dimensions," - and planning, are the primary functional 
dynamics of concern in a study of the built environment. That is what 
we are engaged with here: a study of the complex intermix of architec- 
ture, politics, economics and planning and the resulting environmental 
milieu to be found at the centre (the commercial core) of Old Brampton 
Town; looking at the milieu from a twenty-first century perspective 
and trying, in fact, to relate it to our é6wn. The author believes that 
this is best done when one concentrates on form and flow: looking at 
buildings and the events to which they give intimate witness; under- 
standing how these ‘visible memories' "reflect the prevailing poli- 
tical or social views or economic conditions" of their time and "heip 
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to shape our own political and social views." “We quickly learn how 


"the past" can inflict itself upon our daily lives. 


Since 1974, primary responsibility for dealings with the "built 
past" - and protecting Ontario's built heritage - have rested with 
municipal government. The Ontario Heritage Act, 1974, t5gave municipal 
councils the right to appoint Local Architectural Conservation 


Advisory Committees (L.A.C.A.C.) vested with the responsibility to 
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advise its respective Council on matters of local architectural and 
historic interest. Brampton's L.A.C.A.C., the Brampton Heritage 
Board, has a mandate to foster and encourage the recognition and 
designation of buildings, vistas, districts and streetscapes of archi- 
tectural and historic significance to the City of Brampton. Further, 
it has a duty to tender advice to City Council on these matters; and 
by the spirit of the Act, Council has a responsibility to seek the 
advice of its Committee when deliberating matters of architectural 
or historic significance and invite comment when proposals - for 
development, for example, - affect the areas of interest for which 
the Board is responsible. Unfortunately, "spirit" is not a part of 
the legislative enactment and many L.A.C.A.C.'s ("key players," 
though they are "in property designation and heritage conservation 
and planning through advice to municipal councils"! *) feel that they 


can do nothing when a Council ignores the spirit of enabling legisla- 
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Council on matters relating to their area of special responsibilit 


” ect - their right, duty and responsibility to tender comment to 


nN and to act as public advocates in the planning process. It is a pro- 
active stance and one of vital interest to the public. Unfortunately, 


it has been the author's experience that a majority of the members of 
the Brampton Heritage Board hold the former view. 

Said members are not alone. Many other L.A.C.A.C.s face the same 
problem: how to move beyond a passive, neutered, reactive stance to 


the proactive stance by which public advocates excel; how to recognize 
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that the Board has a natural catalytic role to fill, and fill without 


jeopardizing its role as an advisory body to Council. The author 


is confident that the Brampton Heritage Board will move into this 
phase successfully. 

At the present time, it has not, The Brampton Heritage Board 
concentrates on the designation of buildings at the request of 


Council and members of the public. 


Heritage Designation is a process by which buildings deemed to 
be of architectural or historical significance are recognized and 
given some semblance of protection from demolition or unsympathetic 
alteration. Protection comes with the enactment of a municipal By- 
Law, derived by authority of a statute of the Province of Ontario, 
The Ontario Heritage Act, 22 Eliz.I] (1974), (with revisions: 
C.337, R.S.0O., (1980). The Board's role is to recommend that Council 
follow a certain course of action regarding a building deemed signi- 
ficant or not. If a building is deemed to be Siete it is usu- 
ally designated. 

It must be stressed that the operative word in designation is 
significance; that and nothing more. "If a property is associated 
with an important person or event, exemplifies a (particular) style 
of aweriveecures complements the surrounding streetscape, or possesses 
unique aesthetic qualities, it may be considered for designation under 
the Act.7? In the author's opinion, mere age cannot usually be a 
reasonable criteria for designation. Recognition of contributions to 
environmental vitality might be, though. Given that the concept of 
"human scale" derives from a view of interaction with the environment, 


it might be wise to ask what contribution a public space or building, 
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vista, district or streetscape can make to’local environments(defined 
here as that intermix of cultural, natural and social phenomena to 

be found in a locality, contributing to a reassertion of the values 
of human scale in that milieu). 

The author believes that a contribution factor may be the most 
important principle to underlie the designation of a building. To 
understand that factor, an attempt to understand the milieu to which 
contributions are made must be made. What do Old Brampton Town's 
heritage structures and public spaces tell us about the environment 
in which we live? What do they tell us about the social and cultural 


milieu of Brampton as it was during the mid-Victorian period? 


EN a 


LESSONS FROM THE PAST: BRAMPTON IN THE MID-VICTORIAN PERIOD 


Lets make no mistake about this: the American 
Dream starts with the neighbourhoods. If we 
wish to rebuild our cities, we must first re- 
build our neighbourhoods. And to do that, we 
must understand that the quality of life is 
more important than the standard of living. 

To sit on the front steps - whether it's a 
veranda in a small town or a concrete stoop 

in a big city - and talk to our neighbourhoods 
is infinitely more important than to huddle on 
the living-room lounger and watch a make-believe 
world in not quite so living colour. 


- Harvey Milky, 


What do Old Brampton Town's heritage structures tell us about 
the environment in which we live? What do they tell us about the 
social and cultural milieu as it was during Brampton's mid-Victorian 
period? 

Quite simply, they tell us that Brampton was a neighbourhood. A 
place where everyone knew everyone else. A place where people grew up, 
left home and perhaps, returned to die. Just another Ontario town. A 
place to put down roots. A place very different from the "urban out- 
port" that Brampton has become. Especially, they are a symbol: a re- 
minder "that we are not the first naa beings to have trod this 


a They also tell us 


ground and that we certainly won't be the last." 
that the basic structures of our society have not changed all that 
much; that we have more in common with our ancestors than our children; 


that decisions made one hundred and fifty years ago can seriously 
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affect our ability to make decisions and effect solutions to our 
problems; that local notions about "progress" and ''development"' 
require careful reconsideration. 

Bramptonians also seem to exhibit a collective sense of shamed 
regret over ''what might have been'' and have been willing to bury 
the realities behind an elaborate TIVPROID Ey ORT AMULET aie do not 
seem to have a sense of pride. 

A reconsideration of the former town and its notions of itself 
can be a positive force in efforts to awaken a sense of pride for 
what has survived and what might, with much hard work, be. This 
researcher attended high school in Niagara Falls, Ontario. He re- 
members the ‘commonly-derisory view held of the city of Buffalo, up 
the river. He also remembers that Buffalonians aimed an advertising 
campaign at themselves. The winning slogan? - "Buffalo's Talking 
Proud!" 

Bramptonians can learn from the people of Buffalo and can start 
by learning to understand the visible reminders of a collective past. 
Heritage structures tell us a great deal about our ancestors: that 
nearly all of us are descended from immigrants; that our ancestors 
had a great deal of strength. We gain an understanding of their 
sense of industry and entrepreneurship and their will to survive 
and most of all, we gain their sense of pride. We can make this 
sense our own, 

We can begin by looking at the structures along Main and Queen 
Streets. Together, they form "'the physical, commercial, and social 


heart" of Old Brampton Town .19 
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THE BARTLETT BLOCK 

Once thought to date from around 
1870, the easterly portion of what 
now came popularly to be called "The 
Bartlett Block" dates from before 


1859 and indeed, may date from as 


early as 1855. Known from an illu-- 


we COLOING, T.0 SHENICH, CHRIS* STORK, 
1 Mavteniefeetes REMUS LACE ie rer nn 5 ; : 
ARORA ESET stration bordering Tremaine's Map 
Vue st BRavv'ron { 
et Sie TN Fit, BAbiITIT blOCA, ca.1859. Buiit Of the County of Peel, Canada West 
Fetes t Nee deh Eso, accu red: by iG. stonkes ocd. 
didsron Mente ‘S ny st rhe 1n pie until 1914. Held by 
a a eee ete eotor spunea (1859) and remarkably well-preserved, 
1 tm : st ‘ i Cs 7 ra) = 


the Block stands as a built heritage 
"survivor;'"' one of the earliest rough-cast-and-frame buildings to 
survive from the advent of Brampton's "railway age." Although non- 
descript, it is an important block. It serves to remind us of Bramp- 
ton's initial period of growth; and examination of the development 
of the lots on which it sits helps to put that growth rate in per- 


spective. 


t 


The two lots on which the Block lies situate form part of a 
larger lot of 100 acres, the easterly portion of Lot 6, 1 con. W.H.S. 
originally transferred to William Wood by the Government in Letters 
Patent of 1822’ (see: Table 1.0., below). Initial subdivision of the 
lot began in 1841, the lot having been acquired by Joseph Wright in 
1834. Wright sold one acre (see: Appendix &.0.) to William Faid (or 
Fead) in 1841 and most of the remainder, 98 acres, 140 rods to George 
Wright (relationship, if any, unknown) in 1846. He retained approxi- 


approximately one acre as'a plot for himself as subdivisions proceed- 
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ed pace Cecr Wright began to subdivide his land in 1846, William 
Faid following suit that same year. By the time George Wright 


had registered his first plan of subdivision (BR1) in 1849, parcels 


: LOT 6, EL, 1 con. W.H.S, 
the Crown 4 
Ww. Wood (1822) 
Alpheus Hemphill (1822-24) 
Benjamin Monger (1824-32) 
John Baywell (1852-54) 
Benjamin Monger (1854) 
Joseph Wright (1834-1846) 
Subdivision of All of fot 6: 
rtjuco. Wright (1846) (b)Wm. Faid (1841) 


Gradual Subdivision Immediate Subdivision: (a)Wm. Gardner/Gardiner 
of 98 acres, ldo r. of remainder. 


Lot A to R. Vodden (b)R. Fletcher(later 
Subdivided by Vodden NOWRA sELOLes 


; Tardner’s Block. 
into four lots: ar nes s oc 
Lot 1, R. Vodden (1848-56) 


Geo.& Betsy Walker (1856-61) J. Shennick (1853-57) 
C. Storke (1861-78) C. Storke (1857-78) 
Jane Sterke, widow (1878-1910) i. Storke (1878-1910) 


Wm. W. Storke § Chas. M. Storke 
(1910-1921) (1910-1914) 


Lot 1, Lot A Lot 1, Gardiner 


Wm. E. Bartlett Lydia Bartlett 
(1921-1986) (1914-1986) 
(Bartlett Family) 
LEAR Loft. 1, LOT-A. : Ws, pt. LOT 1,GARNDINER 
274 31 +32 33 
1)51* 20 18 16 14 12 10 
1s4o* 28 24 20/18 16 14/12 10 


‘Consolidated by Storke--1861----/| /--------------- 18S7---/ 

ma % @ 

1ABLE 2.0. OWNERSHIP SUMMARY, 8-28 QUEEN STREET, WEST, to 1986. 

Source; Abstract Index to Deeds, Chinguacousy Twp. and Brampton. 

Note: * Denotes a street re-numbering, cf. c.1894 § 1931/40 Insurance 
Plans; + Denotes pre-1894 Addition, "B" on Block Consolidation Plan; 

@ Nenotes altered compass orientation of street (formerly "Queen, North"), 
eo. ¢.1931/40 Insurance Plan. 
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formerly held by them had changed hands several times. 


Our first concern lies with Faid, who sold William Gardner (or 
Gardiner) the major portibn.of his lot (131 square perches) in 
1846, retaining 29 square perches (marked "A," Plani.A., Page 18) 


with premises situate, until 1851. Gardner, an innkeeper, started 
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to subdivide, toé> but our interest 


lies with the 29 square perch plot 


retained by Faid and sold to Robert 


Fletcher in 1851. Fletcher held the 


STREET 


lot and premises until 1853 ,then 
sold the tract, with premises situ- 
ate, to James Shennich (or Shenich). 


Shennich sold the lot and building 


HUR OWTARI CC 


to Christopher Storke (or Stork) 

four years later. Storke paid £500.., 
he and his descendants holding the 
premises until 1914. The Bartlett's, 
William and Lydia, purchased the 
building at that time. Their family 
held the portions remaining until 


1986. 


Geo. Wright also engaged in the 
subdivision of lands, he having the 
greater portion of lot 6, 1 con. W.H. 
S.. One of his first sales was of a 
plot of one acre, located immediately 
adjacent to Faid's 29 square perch 
parcel, Wright first had to acquire 
a long strip of land ("B," opposite) 
running half the length of Gardner's 
parcel in order to make the sale. 


The purchase also served to consolidate 


PLAN 1.B. Vodden's Acre Plot. 
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the lands Wright intended to subdivide. His first sale was of :the 
one acre plot noted above, Lot A on Dennis’ Plan, BR1 of 1848(reg- 
istered 27 February, 1849), sold to Robert Vodden in 1846 for 4b100.. 
Vodden improved his holding immediately, subdividing that same year. 

Vodden laid out four quarteriacre lots numbered one to four, 
East to West, fronting along the side road later to become Victoria 
or Queen Street. Lots Two and Four went to William Vodden for £150.. 
in 1848, Three and One being held by Robert until 1854 and 1856 re- 
spectively. 
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Lot Four was sold to John Haggert, ironfounder, in 1854; Robert 
Vodden held Lot Three until well into the 1850's; Lot Two went to 
T.D. Shennich in 1861°°and Lot One to George and Betsy Walker in 
1856. The Walkers sold their lot to Christopher Storke in 1864° He«: 
and his descendants retained the lot, with premises situate, until 
1921. It was then sold to William and Lydia Bartlett.-/ 

These two lots (Lot 1, Gardiner's Block, the 29 perch plot first 
held by Faid, and Lot 1, Vodden's plot) are the focus of our attention. 
On them sits the Bartlett Block and its additions. From them sprang 


wealth that buoyed the prospects of one of Brampton's major nineteenth 


century families, that founded by Mr. and Mrs. Christopher Storke. 


Whether Brampton should have been there to greet them is an entire- 
ly different matter. The hamlet was so ill-placed as to have little 
chance for substantial growth, Its stream was ill-favoured for industry, 
Its ground so low as to be swampy. It suffered from an annual flood. 


It stood on hazard lands. From a modern-day standpoint, the early 
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village site is a planners' nightmare. 

When Richard Bristol laid out the New Survey in 1819-1820, he 
did not make allowances for physiography or ground cover. Nowhere 
is this more apparent than at nutteyic Corners, the name by which 
Brampton is earlier known. 

Hamlets frequently grew up near a mihi or 
around an inn. Millers and innkeepers were 
usually also merchants and the inns were 
post offices and relay stations for post 
horses. Blacksmiths, wheelwrights, saddlers 
and harness makers were attracted to the 
posting station and the nucleus of a town 
was formed. The inns were usually built at 
important crossroads and the rigid system 
of land surveying sometimes placed these 
intersections in the valley bottoms. 

At Buffey's Corners, the intersection was on slightly higher 
ground on the inner side of a bend in a stream, the Etobicoke. (see: 
Map 1.1., 1.2., 1.3., following), From the intersection, three roads 
led north, south, and west, down to the floodplain of the creek, 
fording it and striking across swampy ground before rising to the 
higher ground beyond. Only one road led directly to high ground (to 
the east) and this away from Hurontario Street (at that time a 
narrow blazed path), the colonization road on which the livelihood 
of the hamlet depended. Nevertheless, lots were probably leased from 
John Scott (lessee of Lot 6, 1 con. E.H.S., owned by King's College) 
and) John Elliott (owner of*Lot, 5,1 con.<E.HsS.) along this: "high 
street" before 1834. The area along this road (now Queen Street, West, 


was better placed for a townsite than any other section near Huron- 


tario Street. Characterized as being high above the floodplain, gently 


MAP No.1.2. 


2. ELEVATIONS WITH SUBDIVISIONS 
FROM 1834, 
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> Etobicoke Cree k 


(Hain's Creek) 
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Source: Ontario Base Mapping Surve . 
Sheets 02=17-5990-483 70718380 and 

02-17-6000-48370/48380, ca.1985; not 
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MAP No.1.1. 
BRAMPTON: 1819 - 1854 
1. GROUND COVER - Typical Cove; 


Supported by References (to 
1835) 


ae Dey meadow 


Beaver Pond 


Heavy Bus h 


Tamavack 
Tomorack € Sump 


Swamp 


Source: see especially: Ont. 
Dept. of Planning §& Develop- 
ment, The Etobicoke Valley 


ee A.H. Richardson, ed., 
1947; .also Toronto Telegram, 
undated issue, ca.1923:. John 


Lynch, Directory for Brampton 
1873-74, Brampton, 1873. 


MAP No.1.3. 


3. INCORPORATION BOUNDARIES + ADDITIO 
1850-1854. 


|| Reserved for Mavket- (85 


Village. Markt from (8 
Toe, 2 cal Ay 
Cegisleen Commerce 


Source: Registered Plans, Village of 


Brampton, ca.1848-1854 + text. 
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sloped and relatively flat, it would serve as the area of first sub- 
division in 1834. It would remain as Brampton's first "main street" 


until-thes early, Tssose 


Reputedly named by John Elliott (of Lot 5, 1 con. E.H.S.) and 
William Lawson (leader of the Primitive Methodist sect in the Canadas), 
Brampton's first mention comes in an advertisement placed with the 


Correspondent and Advocate, a newspaper at York, U.C., 22 October, 
1835: 


FOR SALE 


In the flourishing villeg(sic) of Brampton, on Lot 

No.5 Chinguacousey(sic), Hurontario Street, 

several village Lots. There is now in operation 

an extensive Merchant's shop, of Messers Lewis 

§ Cotton - a Waggon Maker - a Blacksmith - 

a Tailor - and several Shoe Makers - there is 

also preparing to be a large Tavern. 

Brampton is a desirable situation for Merchants 
or Mechanics - It has the Etobicoke Creek ren- 
ning(sic) through, on which there is an excellent situ- 
ation for a Tannery, and a Carding or Fulling 
Mill, or any other kind of machinery. 

It lies in the centre of a rich and well cleared 

country. Dec. 18, 1834. 
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Although obviously slanted to encourage interest and a visit(esp- 
ecially when roads were so bad that "places of visitation" invariably 
became "places of destination") it is clear that a sizeable settlement 
had developed by 1854. Whether. this community was originally Buffey's 
Corners remains to be seen and trying to discover whether it was is 
an interesting methodological problem. Trying to explain when and 
where Buffey might have been can put the problems of historical research 


in an interesting perspective. 
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MAP No.2.0. Chinguacousy Twp., Cca.1830. Brampton Village site 


comprised of four lots(in box); source: Diagrams of the Town- 
ships of Upper Canada, Vol.2, (London, Canada Company), 1930. 


BRAMPTON - DEVELOPMENT OF THE HAMLET No.@.0. (26) 
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Historical researchers face a plethora of obstacles to the docu- 
mentation process. Suspected and known inaccuracies contribute to the 
bulk of these, but one great - and distinct - difficulty can be 4a. 
paucity of direct sources. Often, one may get past the problem by 
using indirect sources: primary sources that indicate that the object 
if inquiry may be present and secondary sources that say it does, too. 
The task is to assemble as many sources as possible and see whether 
an interlocking picture can be formed, then judge the veracity of 
that picture. It may be described as an attempt to trace a "ghost 
image"' from assembled "bits" of data gleaned from a larger mass of 
information. That is the case here; many indirect sources hint at 
the presence of William Buffey. They do seem to suggest that Buffey 
was in the area before esaee they do not suggest that he had a 
tavern. The indications are that he was a shoemaker who sold liquor 
‘on the side’ 

If we are to believe the’ intermix of primary and secondary sources 
available, Buffey would appear to have had a tavern on the southwest 
corner of the intersection by 1833 and moved over to a newly- 
subdivided lot on the northwest corner of Elliott's Lot 5, 1 con. E. 
H.S. the following year. “Buffey would had to have been a lessee and 
his "large" and "pretty respectable tavern" might have been the frame 
house sold to Abijah Lewis in 18362°Messers Lewis and Cotton had been 
merchants in the area for at least two years and would have had to be 
tenants or squatters themselves. 

The first specific reference to Buffey comes ‘in 1837, Buffey app- 


35 36 


earing on Lot 5, 1 con. W.H.S.,°~a probable lessee of John Elliott. 
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He may have de-camped again, .moving to Lot 6, 1 con. W.H.S.. It 
has been claimed that Buffey had had a log house on the southwest 
corner of John Scott's lot and had begun to construct a hotel? But y 
he apparently sold the unfinished building to William Gardner( who 
incorporated it into a distillery building), and left the neighbour- 
hood. He is not one of the persons assessed for taxation in Brampton; 
he is at Edmonton further eApEnom 1842, the trail is comparative- 
ly easy' to follow. . : ie SS 

Buffey had moved north to lease a one-acre lot with an inn, on 
the westerly half of Lot 17, 1 con. E.H.S. at Edmonton (now Snelgrové}. 
He must have been comparatively wealthy as he began to lease other 
lots,~as welle; two acres of. Lot 9),- lvcons ;,-andsLot 8, -deeon., 7in 184370 


and Lot 30, 4 con. W.H.S. in Caledon in 184541 


By 1845, too, Buffey 
appears to have set down roots. He purchased the inn at Edmonton for 
£5.. consideration (from Mr. Gilchrist of &squesing in the Gore Dis- 
trict} and later rose to be Township Clerk. A handbill from the per- 
iod will attest to that fact (see: Appendix 3.0, ). 

But did he have a tavern? This researcher believes not. The 


first tavern seems not to have.appeared until 18354 Buffey was known 


to be a shoemaker’ and there were several in the community in 1834,°° 
More importantly, Buffey was not granted a license by the Commi- 
ssioners of the Court of General Quarter Sessions*°He could not have 
been missed at a time when tavern licenses were a jealously~-guarded 
possession; when men like Martin Salisbury, scarcely a mile away, 


were having their licenses renewed regularly (see: Appendix 4.0.)47 


No; the best indication is that Buffey was a shoemaker with a ready 
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supply of ale or spirits. If that made him a tavern-keeper in the 
eyes of the local population, then so be it. The reality is that 
Buffey did not have an inn or tavern until a good decade later - 
and that in Brampton's local rival, Edmonton village. This, and a 
realization that the area's first subdivisions came at Edmonton 48 
would make the claim for an older tavern to be had at Brampton a 
highly suspicious one. This researcher would guess that the notion 
that Brampton had a tavern before Edmonton is - at best - an attempt 
to vivify the community in a burst of local pride. First made by 
Lynch (1873), the claim is probably an example of community "booster- 
ism" - one of the stanzas of a local patriotic song about unmitigated 
progress that increasingly resounded throughout Brampton over the 
course of the nineteenth century. 


The "boost" may have been a sigh of relief, however. Before 1852, 


certainly, Brampton's future had by no means been assurred. 


This might not be immediately apparent as Brampton appeared to 
stand on good foundations. The village stood at the intersection of 
an important colonization road (Hurontario Street or the Centre Road) 
and a well-cleared side road, in the midst of "a rich and well cleared 
Ose 1846, the village had a population of about 150, with a 
post office and the post arriving about "twice a-week.'' The village 
supported two stores, one tavern, one tannery, one cabinet maker, two 
blacksmiths and two tailors, and sent substantial quantities of food- 


stuffs - wheat especially - down the colonization road to Dundas 


50 
Street and the harbour at Port Credit. The village appeared to have 
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a firm economic base. This was not the case; the danger for the 
village lay in its decreasing isolation from a wider world. Improved 
transportation and communication links were putting Brampton's future 
in great jeopardy. 

Like other centres, Brampton had survived because of its ability 
to exploit the surrounding territory: “its growth and prosperity 
relied more on its capacity to isolate itself from other centres than 
(to exploit) the fragile communication links connecting ene Hike 
other communities, Brampton had an trading hinterland to protect, 
and it required isolation to consolidate its demands upon the terri- 
tory. Its attempt to do so was hampered by the lack of a good mill 
stream. 

This became abundantly clear by the late 1840's, when an improved. 
(ie. planked) Hurontario. Street began to funnel goods, traffic, people 
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and capital to larger centres south and nearer the lake. 
glance, it would appear that Brampton was doomed. She did not have 
water power, nor did she have mills; No longer was she the central 
trading node of an isolated and just-opened township. 

What saved Brampton was her growing reputation as the centre of a 
strong grain~buying trade2> That reputation gave her leaders the where- 
withal to establish a market ground by 1853. With "market town" desig- 
nation, they were able to capitalise on her reputation further. The 
presence of men like Christopher Storke - and many hundreds of others, 
can be tied to one very important reason: the tireless exertions of a 


local oligarchy 'to be got of a railway;" an oligarchy of landowners 


and merchants whose fortunes were tied to the trade and factoring of 
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wheat, other grains and agricultural produce and increasingly tied 
to the vagaries of speculation in land. It would appear that two 
cliques within the oligarchy had differing opinions regarding the 
intended direction for the village's physical growth, however. This 
division would have major implications for the future of Brampton's 
commercial core. The source of that division sprang from 

two differing visionary schemes for the direction that the town 
would take. Never mind that the interest was for economic gain; never 
mind that entrepreneurial "one-upmanship" was on the line. The fact 
remains that one landowner succeeded in wresting the contract for 
sale of lands to the railway from another a whose offer had already 
been made. It is the response of the interests led by the latter 
that makes the evolution of Brampton's main business street such an 
interesting affair. Their response established a dissonance in the 
commercial activity of the town of such major proportions that its 


effects are still being felt in Old Brampton Town today. 


"Railway fever hit in 1852 when promoters of the Toronto and 
Guelph Railway convinced Brampton booster John Lynch, who had just 
become reeve of Chinguacousy, that the local municipality should aid 


55 


the fledgling railway company.''~ Chinguacousy Township Council voted 


to purchase £10,000.. of stock "on the assurance that the new line 
would pass through Brampton and build a depot in the community.to, 
site on John Elliott's property was chosen, but this proved unaccept- 


able to other council members, who made their views plainly known. 


When the issue of location became so contentious that "the railway 
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threatened to bypass Brampton completely - an eventuality that would 
release Chinguacousy from its obligation to buy stock - ...cooler heads 
prevailed...and the present site on the property of George Wright, 
then MLA for the area, was ehosenena sit seems to have been a simple 
decision, but its significance cannot be more highly stressed. The 
choice put Wright in an enviable position. It gave him further oppor- 
tunity to subdivide more land. It made him a man of affluence with 
an extremely favourable financial position and it placed him astride 
the the local economy. Indeed, George Wright became a master of the 
local economic scene. Brampton would owe much to him in later years. 
For John Elliott, the situation could not have been more different. 
The choice dashed his hopes for a continued spread of the central 
area of the village across his lands to the south of the side road, 
now Queen Street, East. The choice also meant that(Queen Street, Hast) 
would gradually fall from grace as the main business street when 
economic activity began to concentrate around the railway station, 
and George Wright's newly-subdivided lands (especially Lot "B", re- 
served for a "Market Ground") to the south(now “north")west (see: 
Map eae 

This was a clear threat to many interests, but especially those 
of John Elliott and the merchants' along the street. Although no 
direct mention is made of reasons for purchasing the market ground>® 
it is this researcher's opinion that the move to do so may be viewed 
as a possible Queen Street clique's response. The purchase may also 


be viewed as one of the first of many attempts to influence and direct 


— 


et 
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regulate market forces and the focus of economic activity within 
the town. The intent was there. Essentially, the move to purchase a 
market ground and regulute economic activity may be viewed as an 
attempt to enact Brampton's first series of zoning by-laws. The 
attempt would fail miserably. 

Brampton would be left with an expensive "white elephant" be- 
cause the purchase of the ground was based upon a false premise: 
that Brampton's importance would continue to lie with being a "Market 
Town.'' Nothing could be further from the truth. The reality is that 
Brampton became a trans-shipment point. The village served as an entre- 
pot on a railway line whose interests were ''somewhere else.'' From 
1856, Brampton's continued prosperity and growth relied on the 
presence of the railway and would continue to do so well into the 
"automobile St an ee becomes doubly apparent with an examination 
of the effect of the railway upon the transference of primary resources 
(principally agricultural produce) within the town (see: Illustration 
No.1.2.; Page 35, following). 

It becomes clear that as the decades passed, the railway, its 
station and freight sheds (located in the northwest section of the 
community) drew primary, secondary and tertiary activities associated 
with the movement of primary goods into a wide circle orbiting around 
it. The factoring, processing and storage of agricultural produce 
(and wood products) were increasingly tied by proximity to the Grand 
Trunk Railway station?! The main business street might have relocated 
had the village council not moved to protect the municipal exchange 


by legislative fiat. 


ILLUSTRATION 1.1.-1.4.EVOLUTION OF MAIN STREET. (35) 
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(ZONING) BY-LAW No.183, 02 September, 1893: 
"to Establish and Regulate a Market. 


By-Law repeals all other Market By-Laws and 
restricts commercial activity to shaded areas 
(Main and “ueen Streets, and Market Square). 


Plan ca.1850 


LEEUSDRATTON NOM Z 0 shhh OR STHE 
RAILWAY ON IIRECTIONS OF ::CONOMIC 
ACTIVITY along Brampton's Main 
Business Street: Solid Arrdw=Direc- 
tion of Primary Activity; Dotted 
Arrow=Direction of Secondary Acti- 
vity; @ = Principal Cornfactors; 
source: see text. 
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Farmers (and butchers: see 
By-Law No.23., Apoendiceaad 
were forced to sell produce 
at the market ground or pay 
a fee (essentially a tax or 
market subsidy fee) for per- 
mission to sell elsewhere in 
the village. 

The effect was to create 
three zones of economic acti- 
vity (see: Illustration No.1. 
3., page 35), The first (com- 
posed of the primary and one 
secondary node) centred upon 
local rail facilities; the 
second upon the market square, 
The third zone developed as 
a result of the dissonance 


between the other two and 


served to create an "L-shaped" business street. Thus, citizens were 


treated to the spectacle of: 


long, long horse-drawn wheat trains that 

came from Mono, northern Caledon and Albion, 
thirty wagons or sleighs in a string, (moving 
down to)the corner of Main and Queen streets 
(where stood) Kenneth Chisholm, Matthew Elliott, 
Thomas Milner, Messers Hughes and Thistle, and 
as the wagons came to a stop at the corner, the 
buyers mounted the great loads of grain bags, 
filled with the gold of the northern fields, 
examined the grain and purchased, the drivers 
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taking their loads to the Grand Trunk 
station to empty them into the granaries 
for shipment. 
63 
The principal cornfactors of the town established merchant houses 


at the meeting of the street's two arms and from this, the name 


"Four Corners" sprang. 


The railways effect was startling in other ways, too. By 1857, 


Brampton had become a place: 


at which all trains stop. Brampton has a 

large country trade, with a considerable 

export of flour. It is also an important 

market for wheat; large quantities being 

purchased here for the adjacent mills, as 
well as for export. Distant from Toronto 

21 miles, fare 75¢. Daily Mails. Popula- 

tion about 2000,, 


Within a year, Brampton had experienced a rise in population of 

nearly 450%. Her population declined due to the effects of depression 

brought on by a slump in the international staples market following 
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the end of the Crimean War (1854-55), but rose again with a market 


demand for staples at the start of the American Civil Warge 
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The railway also provided a bit of novelty. "Toronto the Good" 
66 

was only two hours away by rail and must have seemed a veritable 
palace, full of excitement, to nineteenth century Bramptonians. 
Toronto, indeed, had great effect. Brampton's proximity to the 
capital would have a major impact on the prosperity of the town 
and especially ‘its commercial sector: 

the trade of the country (would) begin 

to drift to Toronto. The granting of 

Cheap railway fares and the special in- 

ducements of city merchants (would lead) 

many farmers who rarely visited Toronto 

before their introduction to take in 

their produce weekly and purchase the 


greater quantity of their goods while 
there... 


Bramptonians were aware of "the delicate symbiosis between 
68 
commerce and agriculture" but persisted in their belief that a market 
ground was essential to the town's continued prosperity. Sadly for 


townsfolk, the market ground’ failed several.times. 


What of the market? How did it fare with Brampton's general rise 
to prosperity? Evidence suggests that in the early times, the muni- 
cipal market did well but had less activity than other trading areas 
within the town. As time went on, its position declined further. 

One indication for this general decline lies with an examination of 
market legislation; the council passed many by-laws in an attempt to 
induce trade upon the market ground?? Another indicator lies: with 

the manner by which the market struggled on; the market fell into dis- 


use and had to be re-established several times. A third indicator 


(39) 


comes with an examination of the built environment: a history of 

the site and the buildings to have stood upon it. This may be the 

best indication of the Market's variegated history. The Old Fire 

Hall, presently designated as Brampton's First Market and Engine 

House, is the sole survivor of approximately eight major 19th cen- 

tury buildings to have stood on the site since 1853. The building is 
incorrect designated, but this should not come 
as a complete surprise. The evolution of the 


site was extremely complex and an investigation 


Ray ie of it yielded several surprises. Much of the 
Bl oe es difficulty arose from the use of the phrase 
ee a a "town hall." Brampton, as stated, had several 
70 public buildings on the site over a period of 


a century. Many had different uses but all were 
invariably named the "hall" or "town hall."' A "New Town Hall" soon 
became "'Old'' and this is where much of the problem lies. Brampton 
had five successive buildings with a "Market House" designation; 
the presence of "Hose Reel Halls," a "Concert Hall" and several 
"Engine Houses" served.only to add to the confusion. 

Brampton is quite fortunate to have one of the Market Square's 
major structures, €Specially as the market fell into relative dis- 
use by the 1920's. The Second Chapel Street Engine House probably 
survived as it served many different functions:and "sheltered many 
activities:" 

beyond those required for an (Engine 


House): a council chamber, offices for 
the town clerk and other officials, 
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police office, lock-up; hose space, a 
market; an assembly hall or ballroom. 
71 
The building supported many of these functions throughout its 
career. It probably dates from ca.1863 and served its original pur- 


pose until the early 1970's. 


The market ground originally sat on Lots 7, 8 and 9 of Dennis' 
Plan, BR2 of 1850, bought from John Elliott for £250.. in isss. the" 
lots were offered "on the special trust and confidence that the same 
be held by the said Municipal Corporation and their successors for 
the sole use of a market and purposes attaining thereto." It was a 
large ground, wide and spacious, situated on Queen Street at Chapel, 
high above the creek immediately west of the proposed G.T.R. level 
grade crossing, and Council undertook to begin development of the 
site immediately. The first village fire engine was ordered from Mr. 
Perry of Mont reaaty 1854, the First Market and Engine House had 
been built to accomodate it4°The building was to remain in use for 
some time but disappeared from the site by the 1860's. 

By 1855-56, it had, gained a companion, the Queen Street Hose Reel 
Hall. A brick structure, this building survived until the mid-1880's. 
Council appears to have met in the building for a short period, having 
vacated the first Market § Engine House. Council continued to meet in 
this building until 1863, then moved over to the Empire House’ &ntil 
the Second Chapel Street Engine House was completed in 1863-645 a year 
after the Bell TOWen se The nresent Tower appears to consist of the base 


of the original Bell Tower and the upper half of the Hose Reel Hall 


RISE AND DEMISE OF THE MARKET SQUARE : ILLUSTRATION 3.1.-3.8. (41) 
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in By-Law No.317, 06 May, 1907: 

"upon the special trust and con- 
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said Municipal Corporation and their 
successors for the sole use of a mar- 
ket and purposes attaining thereto." 
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Probable: Frame Construction 

Cther buildings are of brick 

—=4 unless otherwise noted. 

A - Probable: First Market §& Engine Hs. 
ca.1854-1860's. 

B - First Village Hall, ca.1853-54,. 


Ba - Hall becomes Second Village School, 
ca.1854; First Anglican(Trinity) 
Church, ca.1855 Later moved to 
cnr Mary § Wellington Streets 


C - First Methodist Episcopal Church, 
ca.?-1878; Congregation relocates 
to second church (now Christ Ch.) 
in 1875; Town purchases Lot 37 
along with Lot 38 for Market; 
Church demolished, 1878. 


D - Hose Tower Hall, probably ca.1860's. 


E - Second Chapel Street Engine 
House with Bell Tower 


F - Chisholm's Concert Hall - Built by 
K. Chisholm as a gift to the 
Village, ca.1871. Later sold to 
Orange Lodge and bricked over, 
ca.1927-28. Demolished to make 
way for new branch of Library. 


GY Purchased ca.1877-78. 
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Building moved to cnr Mary §& 
Wellington Streets. 

Methodist Episcopal Church, 
demolished ca.1878. 

"New Market" Building, ca.1878. 
Chapel Street Hose Reel Hall 
demolished after 1883. Hose 
Tower probably re-erected along- 
side Second Engine House with 
bell installed in new tower. 


Hi - New Market demolished by 
1882. Another larger build- 
ine built on same site afte 
1884 and before 1894, then 
itself was demolished befor 
1906. 

Market Square was an open 
ground from 1883 to before 
1894, 


Town to Dominion Government 
(Canadian Army - Lorne Scots 
Regimental Armoury); Lots 37 
and 38, ca- Irs. 


I - Carnegie Public Library 


J - Market Building of 1906. 
demolished during this 
century. Small shed attached 
to south end of building 
until mid-1970's. 


By-Law No.183, 02 Sept., 1893: 
"to Establish and Regulate a 
Market...;'' repeals all other 
Market by-laws; restricts comm- 
ercial activity to areas shaded 
at left (Main § Queen Streets & 
the Market Square). 
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tower. The Hose Tower. section was probably moved over after 1883; 
the new structure also housed the Fire Bell. In these early years, 
r the Engine House did not serve 
to support market activities; 
only the Fire Company and the 
.Tewn's Council offices appear 


to have occupied the building. 


HLUSTRATION 06. THE FIRST TOWN HALL, Village of Consequently, Council 


Brampton, ca.18535-54; Second Village School, ca. 

i843 First Anglican Church GRRE Se CoureR): ca. . 

1854-55, The building was later moved to the north- ° ee ie 
Geateecrne DG Mary and Wellington Streets. It was decided that the municipality 
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swite Os torr : . 

VEN th ister ical Recor of Chest thureh, Samp: needed a New Market Building. 

ton, T651-19-6, thramptan, Christ Churcht, 1976, p.- 
* In 1874, Council proposed that 


Brampton raise $10,000 for market purposes and construct a new build- 
ing on the Market Square. The attempt did not succeed as it was 
"thought: 

by some that the market should be in a 

more central situation, and in:one where 

some income may be obtained by way of 

rents, as an interest on the money to 

be invested. These people are opposed 

to spending $10,000 for a New Market 


Building when annual rental from butch- 


ers would only be about $200._, 


Council made another attempt in 1877, but failed again. It did 
Manage to purchase additional space (Lots 37 and 38) 8° but did not 
win approval for a new market building. Another proposal was fin- 
ally approved in 1878° yet when it was, the opposition saw immediate 


_vindication. The Conservator mocked that: 


It is something unusual to see such an 
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amount of husiness transacted in this town, 
and our people will doubtless rejoice at the 
revival of trade caused by this boom which 
our municipal Solons have conferred upon us. 
When it is known that at one time there was 
actually one whole barrel of apples and a 
leg of mutton offered for sale, people will 
begin to see what a benefit the market is 
conferring on the town. The large outlay 

is sure to be recouped to the ratepayers 

by such a rush of business as last Saturday 
witnessed at the New Market... 


By 1880, the Market had degenerated into a monthly faire? Yet, 


townsfolk continued to believe that a Market Ground was essential 
to the community's economic well-being. Bramptonians appear to have 
recognized that that local market decline lay rooted in the slump 
of the international staples market but preferred to believe that 
the presence of a Market House acted as a catalyst for the local 


economy; they thought to revitalise the local economy by construct- 
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ing new and larger market facilities in quick succession, It is 
evident that electors could not see beyond town limits to a larger 
reality. Brampton, literally, was the centre of their world. For 
most of the century, they could not see that Brampton stood within 


the orbit of a larger, more vital, trading community. 


At mid-century, the town had welcomed the railway bécause local 
people had a strong "'belief in the influence of railway connections 
on urban growth:" 

Both local and trunk lines fulfilled the 
joint purpose of enlarging the local hin- 
terland by improving regional ties with 
the large cities and securing a place in 
the international system of trade. 

Rail ties, it was thought, would secure 
relative advantages for a town by increas- 
ing the efficiency of long-distance trans- 
portation, inducing urban growth which 
might be enjoyed by competing CODEINE 

By the century's third quarter, Bramptonians had realised that 
the railway had negative, as well as positive, effects. The railway 
had spurred urban growth and broadened connections with the inter- 
national system of trade, but, the local economy became more immed- 
iately susceptible to fluctuations within that system and thus, less 
attractive as an investment climate. As personal fares and freight 
rates decreased, farmers and townspeople also started to commute to 
Toronto and other centres, increasing the amount of capital flowing 
out of the community and placing greater burdens on local merchants, 


who bore the brunt of municipal taxation. 89 


Nevertheless, some growth did occur, but most of it came from 
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within the community. Enterprising local manufacturers consolidated 
operations and began to expand their concerns, using railway connec- 
tions to reach a nation-wide market. The firm of Haggert Brothers' 
served as Brampton's most noticeable concern. The firm produced a 
wide variety of iron wares, mainly stoves and agricultural Recuetence: 
The firm shipped its products nation-wide before succumbing to intense 
competition and failing in the 1890's. Those who stayed in a local 
orbit were much more successful. 

Christopher Storke is a ready example. Storke, Village Reeve from 
1863-66 - and Brampton'a representative during competition over the 
selection of the "county town"? Z had arrived in Brampton during the 
municipality's initial burst of growth. He had arrived during a "boom 
time" brought on by the coming of the Grand Trunk Railway. Long the 
only druggist®4n Brampton, Storke had established a shop on Victoria 
Street (now Queen Street West) by 1855°9 By 1859, he had purchased and 
occupied the building now known as the Bartlett Block, 8-28 Queen Street 
West.°° 

Storke must have had a fine degree of business acumen, for he soon 
had enough wealth to build a palatial home on Main Street South (now the 
McClure-Ward Funeral Homeyic- His widow, Jane, used the proceeds of his 
estate to purchase three lots adjacent to the original store. The family 
constructed another, larger building on the site now occupied by the 


Four Corner Branch of the Royal Bankes - 


Storke's success came with a revitalization of the community's ser- 


vice potential. His family built on that success by acquiring lots on mai 


BARTLETT BLOCK: CONSOLIDATION OF THE BLOCK: 
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ILLUSTRATION No.6.0. 


24 J 2g 33 
Queen Streef Wet 


is 
> 
: 
G 
>» 
° 
+ 
v 
i 
= 
“ww 
ed 
. 7 
£ 
¢ 
2 
3 
Es 


Hur onto Stect oo, Centre Ra 


to 


b 
lw 
y 
3b 
$ 
< 
ee 


by 
tg 
m 
t 
™ 
> 
” 


1857 R. Fletcher to 
C.7Storke;, Lot 
1, .Gardiner 
Block. 


A - Probably 
extant in 
1857 


1861 G. §& B. Walker 
tox¢,.. "Storker 
Hotwlepit,. A 
on BR1. 


B - demolished 
before 1906; 
(on 1894 plan 
-visible un- 
neath 1906 
overlay). 


Frame or Rough Gast 


Newly-furcthasect Loft 
{ Stor k's ) 


IN 
1861-1919. V/s pe ets es 


Ce sProbabihy.con= 
structed be- 
fore 1879. 


Constructed 
approx.1919 


- Revere House 


Right of Way 
- Sold before 
1900. 


Creek Conduit 


<x 
1! 


(48) 
street and constructing a fine commercial building on them, around 
1879.°° Many merchants followed, making Main Street the primary focus 


of business activity. 


The Storke Building on Main Street at Queen has long been demol- 
ished, but many of its companion blocks survive to the present day. 
They all exhibit many different types of massing, scale and decoration, 
yet all display the essential air and flavour of "small town Brampton," 
- the "big city writ small yet no less impressive;")" the eager confi- 
dence of an expectant Brampton, looking with hope to the twentieth 
century. 

However, Bramptonians cannot expect them to do so for the twenty- 
first century. Brampton's built heritage face immediate and long-term 
threat. Whether it survives or not greatly depends on whether heritage 
concerns are compromised by budgetary debate and the balance of inter- 
ests set by City Council. The Board's interest should be to ensure that 
heritage concerns are part of that balance. At present, it appears that 


heritage concerns are not. 


(89) 


REFERENCES 


1. Confidential advisement. 


2. Confidential advisement. 


Sth Appendix veplss 
4. Appendix 1.a. 
5. Appendix 1.3. 


6. Appendix 1.6. 
7. David Gagan, Hopeful Travellers, (Toronto, 1981). 


8. David Morrill, "Keeping History in Historic Preservation," 
Small Town, July-August 1983., unpaginated. 


9. Ontario. Ministry of Citizenship and Culture, ''Heritage: Giving 
Our Past a Future," Ontario Heritage Policy Review Discussion 
Paper, (Toronto, April, 1987), p.8. "George Woodcock has 
commented: Pioneer societies - and a pioneer society Canada 
remained until well after the Second World War - are concerned 
with survival, and the only information that interests them is 
practical information, the information on how things can be 
done. It is only when the generations pass and the inhabitants 
of a country become reminiscent and self-conscious, that their 
needs in terms of education change, and they begin to ask when 
and where things were done, and why;" cf. Ibid. 


TO; ssib aiden pyOF. 
11. Morrill, "Keeping History," unpaginated. 


12. Alan Gowans, "Canada's Urban History in Architecture, Part Two," 
Urban History Review, Vol.XI, No.3, February, 1983, p.47. 


13. Ontario Heritage Act, 22 Eliz.II (1974); c.337, R.S.0.(1980). 


14, Ontario. M.C.C., Heritage, p.31. 


15. John Armstrong et al, Buffey's Corners: Today's Four Corners, 
(Brampton, 1985), p.69. 


16. Randy Shilts, The Mayor of Castro Street, (New York, 1982), p.353-4. 


17. Morrill, unpaginated. 
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See, for example: Brampton Centennial Committee, Brampton's 100th 
Anninversary as an Incorporated Town, (Brampton, 1973) and 
Centennial Committee, Brampton Centennial Souvenir, 1853-1953, 
(Brampton, 1953), hereinafter described as the Golden Book and 
the Red Book, respectively. The two books provide a good starting 


point for researchers but they should never be used as primary 
resources(or source!). 


Harold Kalman, "Canada's Main Streets," cf. Holdsworth, Deryck (ed.), 


Reviving Main Street, (Toronto, 1985), p.3. 


W.H.S.: Lots can be found on the original survey of 1819-20, using 
coordinates defined by the position of the lot in relation to 
the colonization road (Hurontario Street or the Centre Road). 
Thus, Lot 6, 1 con. W.H.S. is that Lot 6 to be found at the_first 
concession road of Chinguacousy Twp, on the West side of Huron- 
tario Street. E.H.S.=East of H.S.; E.C.R. and W.C.R. = east or 
west of Centre Road, respectively. The colonization road so named 
is now Hwy.10. 


Copy Book of Deeds, Instrument No. 20312(1846) and Instrument No. 
a :o(18¢ ° 


. Registered Plan BR1(1848). Note: The Registered Plans can be quite 


Inaccurate, aS an examination of BR1 will show. The plan does 
not display all of the owners nor does it correctly show all of 
the parcels of land. Researchers should be careful to make a 
distinction between the date that the plan was signed and the 
date that it was registered. Often, a year or more could pass 
before registration and in that time, many parcels could have 
changed hands. 


The southermost frontage of the lot sold to William Gardner deviates 
from the street line (of the side road between Lots 5 and 6) by 
2°14'. The deviation may indicate that there was an easier run 
down to the ford in the creek, or the presence of an obstruction 
in the road or river. It is an interesting little puzzle and one 
worthy of further study. 


. Copy Book, Instrument No. 1148(1854). 
. Abstract Index to Deeds, (1861). 

- Copy Book, Instrument No. 3017(1861). 
. Abstract, (1921). 


I have used the spelling attributable to Buffey. 


Ontario. Department of Planning and Development, The Etobicoke 


Valley Report, (Toronto, 1947), p.211. 
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Correspondent and Advocate, 22 October, 1835. 


Verschoyle Blake has suggested that Buffey had been in the area 
in the early 1820's; cf. Etobicoke Valley Report, p.36nb. 


Ibid., p.36nb.; See also: John Lynch, Directory for Brampton 
1873-74, (Brampton, 1873); J.H. Pope, Illustrated Historical 
Atlas of the County of Peel, Canada West, (Toronto, 1877); 
Toronto Evening Telegram (1923) article puts Buffy(sic) on 
the southwest corner and Lewis on the southeast corner of the 
intersection in 1834; T.H.B. Symons, History of Peel County, 
(Brampton, 1967), puts Buffey on Lot 6, 1 con. E.H.S. in 1834. 

Lewis originally came from Cooksville and later sold the store 
to Peleg Howland, probably a relation of William P. Howland 
who owned the store by 1842 (his store still sat on % acre of 
land; the assessed value of the property was §£201..)Wm. P. 
Howland may be Sir William Pearce Howland, the only American 
born Father of Confederation, a businessman who is alleged to 
have first settled at Cooksville. cf. History of Peel County, 
p-119. The connection between Howland's Brampton and Cooksville 
interests should be researched further. He may have settled at 
Brampton first. 


Correspondent and Advocate, 22 October, 1835. 


35. Walton's Directory, (Toronto, 1837). 


SO: 


Two major difficulties will be faced by those engaged in. the study 
of Brampton's formative years. (a) The village sat on four lots, 
two of which were reserved by the Government. Lot 5, 1 co, W.H. 
S. was a Clergy Reserve, later transferred to the Clergy Reserves 
Corporation and later issued, then granted to John Elliott. Lot 
6, 1 con. E.H.S. was a Crown Reserve, later transferred to King's 
College and its successor, the University of Toronto. I have been 
unable to locate any land alienation records for these lots; per- 
haps other researchers will have more success in finding informa- 
tion about them. (b) No information regarding sub-leases, tenantry, 
and the like, = is available at present. Researchers may wish 
to trace the descendants of Elliott, Wright and Scott to see whether 
an family papers still exist. One point to go on: Wright's son 
later went to Chicago, Illinois; cf. Wright v. Macdonald(1870). 


For transactions between the Crown and John Elliott, see: Abstracts; 
See also: PAO CLRI p.3123, re; Arch. Ref. 01-C1113-001-103; Elliott 
is said to have drained the swamp Covering most of the northeast 
corner of the lot. He began to subdivide the lot in 1841. 
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William Gardner, an innkeeper, is said to have bought the property 
"with an unfinished building intended to be a hotel" and conver- 
ted it into a distillery which "stood about opposite Mr. Laird's 
present skating rink and about where the street is now;" cf. 
Conservator, 17 December, 1897; See also: Golden Book, p.132: 
Mr. Laird's Rink stood on Nelson Street East; See also: BR3: 
Gardiner/Gardner's Distillery is visible on Lot R of Block 41, 
Miller's Plan of Block 41, William Gardner, Proprietor. 
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Assessment Roll, Chinguacousy Twp, (1842). 


The inn was a one-storey, square-timbered house; probably the inn 
for which Wm. R. Emmett was granted a license in 1840; cf. Ass- 
essment Roll, 1842; See also: Abstract Index; See also: "Minutes 


of Proceedings,"' General Quarter Sessions of the Peace, Home 
District, 03 December, 1840, (Voi.7, ca.1837-1846.). 

E.H.S./W.H.S. unknown; All three lots were valued at b1l.; Buffey 
was assessed llp; cf. Assessment Roll, 1842. 


PAO CLRI Are. bef of -CiI- 0074-047 & Arch. Ref 02-83 -034-257 


Abstract, (1846); See also: Co Book of Deeds, Instrument No. 
25595 (1845); See also: Brown's Toronto City and Home District ° 


Directory, 1846-47, (Toronto, 18 : 
Correspondent and Advocate, 22 October, 1835. 
Copy Book of Deeds, Instrument No. 25595 (1845). 
Correspondent and Avocate, 22 October, 1835. 
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46. Quarter Sessions, Vol.5-7, 1828-46; See also: Appendix 4.2. 
AV libad. 


48. Copy Book, Instruments 9623, 10046, 10277 and 11697 (all ca.1833). 


49. Correspondent and Advocate, 22 October, 1835. 
50. W.H. Smith, Smith's Canadian Gazetteer, (Toronto, 1846), p.18. 


51. Peter G. Goheen, "Some Aspects of Canadian Urbanization from 
1850 to 1921,"" Urbanization in the Americas: A Special Issue 
of Urban History Review, (Ottawa, 1980), p.78. 


52. Etobicoke Valley Report, p.38-39; See also: W.H. Smith, Gazetteer, 


p.177:  Streetsville and Port Credit were Brampton's major 
rivals. Streetsville had an excellent river, numerous mills 
and secondary industry; Port Credit(p.146-7)had a harbour with 
warehousing and Royal Mail steamers calling every day. 


53. W.H. Smith, Canada: Past, Present and Future, (Toronto, 1852). 


54.=Village Council, Minute Book, 1850-56. The minutes contain hints 
of apparent discord. 

55. Golden Book, p.83. 

56% eibad 

3732 bad: 


58. With the coming of the Credit Valley Railway in 1879, primary 
and secondary industry and processing facilities would increas- 
ingly concentrate in the north and northwest corners of the 
town. Note: Main Street was designated "East" or "West" and 
Queen Street North’ -or "South" until the 1930's. 


59. Council, Minute Book, ca.1853-54. 


60. Douglas Worndl, Haggert Brothers' Foundry and Its Influence on 
the Economy of Early Brampton, (Toronto, University of Toronto 
B.A. Essay, 1981); Worndl makes the very good point that . 
early Brampton can be likened to a northern mining town - the 


town owas a one-industry town dependent upon agriculture. 


61. George Wright saw especial benefit. Wright had many fingers in the 
proverbial 'pie.' He sold paper; subdivided and sold lands. As 
a General Merchant, he leased a store on the "Front Street" and 
traded in flour, wheat and dry goods; He dealt in flour and 
produce and milled the flour he bought at a mill whose site is 
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now occupied by Christ Church. Wright also sold produce and 
flour in Toronto on consignment (from his office and warehouse 
on Colborne Street "at the rear of the exchange."). See, for 
example: Conservator’ 17 December, 1897; Standard, 04 September, 
1855; 23 July, 1857; See also: Gagan, Hopeful Travellers, p.17:" 
"Peel with York, Brant and Dundas counties led the retreat in 
the 1860s from wheat as the centrpiece of agricultural produc- 
tion in Ontario." Wright overextended his business operations 
and could not survive the slump in the wheat trade in the 1860's. 
He entered bankruptcy proceedings and apparently died by 1870. 
cf. Minute Book, (1870). 


62. See, for example: By-Law No.23: regulating the apportionment of 
stalls and fees; 
By-Law No.35: permitting the seizure of meat for 
non-payment of rent; 
By-Law _No.58: regulating the market; 
By-Law No.73: regurecing the weight and sale of 
read. ; 


63. Toronto Evening Telegram (1923); See also: Minute Book, 1863-64. 
The sight oF Cows and pigs running wild in the streets drove 
Council to pass a By-Law(forbidding them the right to do so! 


64. John Lovell, Canada Directory for 1857-58, (Montreal, 1857). 


65. The sources for the chart are listed below; See also: J. Long, 


Brampton Population File. 


TABLA. - MID-VICTORIAN PEEL - POPULATION CHANGES IN 
VRINGIPAL URBAN PLACES 
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SOVRUL YEAK BRAMPTON CHURCHVILLE EDMONTON PT. CREDIT SPTREETSVEL 
Walton 1837 100( 184 N/A N/A N/A 400 
kt.Valley ide ISU est. 

bottler 184i 100 
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Arustrong 1450 45u%( 7b) 

ki.Valley 2851 oou 

Smet bs dase 450 250 ju 200 70u 
Lavell 1847 2uuU 250 N/A ano fhuu 
Census bol 1027 

Fuller 1807 1700 150 Te 47% tooo 
Census 187) 2090 

Lynch 1745 2317(S50) 

Note: Hracketted (igure indicates the number of assessed nersons 
Sanuices Et. Valley Report 


For a discussion of the demand for staples, see: Etobicoke 
varey Report. p.41; See also: Michael Doucet, "Speculation 
and the 


ysical Development of Mid-Nineteenth Century Hamilton," 


cf. Stelter, G.A. (ed.), Shaping the Urban Landscape: Aspects 
of the Canadian City-Building Process, (Ottawa, 1582) 
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The Grand Trunk Railway opened through Brampton on June 16, 1856; 
cf. History of Peel, p.196; researchers may wish to check 
through the Toronto newspapers of the period for mention of 
this event. 


Conservator, 11 May, 1893. 


Gagan, Hopeful Travellers, p.13. 


See: Reference No. 62. 


Seal of the Corporation of the Municipality of Brampton. (Village 
eal - contirme y wax impression). 


Kalman, ''Canada's Main Streets," p.17. 


Council received petitions praying that Council purchase a Market 
Ground on 15 July and 16 September, 1853, cf. Minutes. 


Lot 38 (immediately south of the corner lot of the Ground) was 
also purchased in 1853, for £35.. The village built its first 
Village Hall on the lot that same year, then offered the lot 
and building for sale in 1854, the First Market and Engine 
House having become available. In 1855, George Wright agreed 
to buy the Hall and lot for £320 with an additional £256 mort- 
gage; cf. Abstracts; See also: Co Book of Deeds, Instrument 
133(1853); See also: B -Law No.30 CIBSS) Wright apparently 
lost a £50.. deposit when the village reneged on the deal. 

The Council changed its mind as it wished to use the Hall 
as a second Village School, "which was now required." cf. Times 
and Peel Advertiser, 19 January, 1854; A cornfactor and produce 
dealer, Wright had probably sought the property to use as a 
storage facility, since Council had rejected his offer of a 
Market Ground on lands immediately adjacent the Grand Trunk 
Railway station; See: BR3. 


By-Law No.317, 06 May, 1907. 

Minute Book, 23 September, 1893. 

By-Law No.18, 01 May, 1854; See also: Appendix 3.0. 

Minute Book, 10 April, 1863. 

"Description of Tenders," Minute Book, 23 May, 1863. 

Council accepted the tender of James Hamilton on 22 July, 1862. 


The tower was to cost $125.00 and was to be constructed in one 
month! cf. Minute Book. 
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Banner and General Advertiser, 20 August, 1874; See also: By-Law 


" “No.5 (1874) and By-Law No-1l (1874). 


By-Law No.40, 42 and 49 (all ca.1877). McCulla's House may date 
rom the 1870's; perhaps 1877-78. The house lies on Lot 6, 
which was included in the proposal for a "new market ground" 
(By-Law No.42). By-Law No.49 repealed the nomination of Lot 
6 and added Lot 8 to the lots already under consideration 
Gots 7529 V3i7 Vanders8)r 


By-Law No.53; See also: Minute Book, 14, 21st and 28th October, 
1878. 


. Conservator, 25 October, 1878. 


At one monthly fair, the buyers present (including representatives 
of the T. Eaton Co. and the McLean Produce Co.) complained that 
there was "not enough produce" and that''the building was too 
small;"' cf. Conservator, 03 October, 1880. 2 


Notes regarding the later progress of the Market: 


Two other market buildings apparently stood on the site of the 
New Market House(1878) between 1882 and 1906. They are visible 
on the 1894 Insurance Plan of Rrampton, Ontario (under the over- 
lays of 1901 and 1906). One of these may have been the building 
described by Mrs. Shrag in 1927: "The Old Market Building (was 
Situated) where the public Library now stands. Several butchers 
had stalls there, and overhead, in a great loft of a room, the 
Council meetings were held. But fire attacked the building, 
repairs were frequently necessary, and - it did not fit the 
restless growing place;'' cf. Conservator, 23 June, 1927. The 
last distinct market building disappeared by 1906; after 1906 
the market was attached to the Second Chapel Street Engine House: 
(at the rear of the Engine House). 


In 1906, the Market House site was leased to the Library Board 
for 99 years, reason being given that "all attempts to establish 
a market have ended in failure, the last having been in 1893." 
The Council passed a resOlution to give the lease on 30 April, 
1906, but the move did not go uncontested. 


Certain ratepayers commenced an action against the granting of 
a lease in the High Court of Justice (now the Supreme Court of 
Ontario), action aon taken as the original agreement had as 
1ts primary condition "the special trust and confidence that the 
same be held by the same Municipal Corporation and their success- 
ors for the sole use of a market and purposes attaining thereta." 


The municipal response was to petition the Legislative Assembly to 
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declare the lease valid and to overturn the conditions originally 
set down by Elliott in 1853. The Lieutenant Governor-in-Council 
approved the lease subject to Section 6 of the By-Law approving 
the lease (By-Law No.317, as amended). Lease approved by a vote 
of the ratepayers and By-Law No. 317 passed in Council, 06 May, 
1907; cf. By-Law No. 317, (1907). 


84. Goheen, "Some Aspects," p.82. 
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Conservator, 11 May, 1897. 


Pope, Illustrated Historical Atlas. 


Symons, History of Peel, p.124. 
G.R. Tremaine and C.M. Tremaine, Map of the County of Peel, Canada 


West, (Toronto, 1859), 


Standand,. 2/7 March: -18'5:5), 
Abstracts. 


Golden Book, p.231; See also: Appendix 3.0. 


Abstracts. 
Golden Book, p. ?. 
Kalman, ''Canada's Main Streets," p.4. 


Ontanlo-aMAGSGes apes. 
L.A.C.A.C. has recognized this: "Because L.A.C.A.C. is appointed 


by the Municipal Council, there has to be some question regard- 
ing its independence and the strength of the municipality's 
obligation to heed L.A.C.A.C.'s advice. However, in the event 
that the L.A.C.A.C. was no longer entirely under the thumb of 

the municipalities, alternate sources of funding would have to 

be found."' cf. Colin Campbell et al, "Submission to the Hon. 

Lily Munro, Minister of Citizenship and Culture," Response: to 
the Ontario Heritage Policy Review Discussion Paper; unpublished, 
1987; unpaginated. 


See:Phyllis Lambert, "Land Tenure and Concepts of Architecture and 


~~ the Citys Milton Park in Montreal," Stelter, G.A., Power and 


(Ottawa, 1986), p.143; See also: Mark London, "Public Participa- 
tion in Recycling Le Vieux/Port de Yontréal, " Baker, Joseph and 
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Robert Cardinal (eds.), Conservation, Rehabilitation, Recyclage, 
(Quebec, 1981) 

98. Rob Lowry, 'Defining the Fit Between New Users and Old Buildings," 
Baker, Joseph and Robert Cardinal (eds.), Conservation, (Quebec, 
1981), p.423. 

Downtown Parking and Traffic Stud FanaliReport)i,) 1987; p.s-2. 

100. Readers may wish to consult such articles as: E.A. Pavlos et al, 
"Planning for Pedestrians in Urban Revitalization," Baker, Jo- 
seph and Robert Cardinal (eds.), Conservation, (Quebec, 1981), 
p.317-321; as they review the needs of pedestrians in urhan 
areas. 

101. CoASUSSCES; 19986, unpaginated. 

102. Downtown Parking, p.7-6. 


103. C.A.U.S.E., Recommendation 1.0., unpaginated. 
104. Downtown Parking, p.8-1. 

105. C.A:U.S.E., Recommendation 1.0., unpaginated. 
106. Ibid., Recommendation 2.0., unpaginated. 

107. See:Appendix 3.0. 

108. sLowny,, “p.424% 

199, bid’, sp.422 . 


110. Heritage Canada, "Friend or Foe?,'' Main Street Newsletter, (Ottawe 
UOBi7/De, MD acct 


111. See, for example: "Friend or Foe?," above. 
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